
 
 
General rights 
Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors and/or other copyright 
owners and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the legal requirements associated with these rights. 
 

 Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study or research. 

 You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain 

 You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal 
 
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove access to the work immediately 
and investigate your claim. 
  
 

   

 

 

Downloaded from orbit.dtu.dk on: Apr 20, 2024

Intelligent Secondary Control of Islanded AC Microgrids: A Brain Emotional Learning-
based Approach

Yeganeh, Mohammad Sadegh Orfi; Oshnoei, Arman; Mijatovic, Nenad; Dragicevic, Tomislav; Blaabjerg,
Frede

Published in:
IEEE Transactions on Industrial Electronics

Link to article, DOI:
10.1109/TIE.2022.3203677

Publication date:
2023

Document Version
Peer reviewed version

Link back to DTU Orbit

Citation (APA):
Yeganeh, M. S. O., Oshnoei, A., Mijatovic, N., Dragicevic, T., & Blaabjerg, F. (2023). Intelligent Secondary
Control of Islanded AC Microgrids: A Brain Emotional Learning-based Approach. IEEE Transactions on
Industrial Electronics, 70(7), 6711-6723. https://doi.org/10.1109/TIE.2022.3203677

https://doi.org/10.1109/TIE.2022.3203677
https://orbit.dtu.dk/en/publications/822344b2-966d-4714-b71b-49a688628dca
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIE.2022.3203677


IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INDUSTRIAL ELECTRONICS

Intelligent Secondary Control of Islanded AC
Microgrids: A Brain Emotional Learning-based

Approach
Mohammad Sadegh Orfi Yeganeh, Member, IEEE, Arman Oshnoei, Member, IEEE, Nenad Mijatovic, Senior
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Abstract—This paper proposes a distributed intelligent
secondary control (SC) approach based on brain emo-
tional learning-based intelligent controller (BELBIC) for power
electronic-based ac microgrid (MG). The BELBIC controller is
able to learn quick-auto and handle model complexity, non-
linearity, and uncertainty of the MG. The proposed controller
is fully model-free, indicating that the voltage amplitude and
frequency deviations are regulated without previous knowledge
of the system model and parameters. This approach ensures
low steady-state variations with higher bandwidth and maintains
accurate power-sharing of the droop mechanism. Furthermore,
primary control is realized with a robust finite control set-model
predictive control (FCS-MPC) in the inner level to increase the
system frequency bandwidth and a droop control in the outer
level to regulate the power-sharing among the distributed gen-
erations. Finally, experimental tests obtained from a hardware-
in-the-loop testbed validate the proposed control strategy for
different cases.

Index Terms—Brain emotional learning based intelligent con-
troller (BELBIC), Distributed generation (DG), Finite control set
model predictive control (FCS-MPC), Microgrid (MG), Voltage
source converter (VSC).

I. INTRODUCTION

ISLANDED microgrids (MGs) are a group of interconnected
loads and distributed generations (DGs), and they are usually

interfaced to the grid through power converters to reduce pollution
and power transmission losses, and obtain high-energy utilization
rates with the flexibility of different installation locations [1].
The most significant challenges in islanded AC MGs are finding
solutions for optimal power flow, increasing systems reliability and
robustness, improving the stability characteristics of voltage and
frequency, and power-angle in dynamic loads, constant loads, and
inductor motor [2], [3]. To ensure the control of MG dynamics,
a hierarchical control structure including primary control (PC),
secondary control (SC), and tertiary control (TC) is defined [4]–
[6]. The PC stabilizes the voltage and frequency and offers power-
sharing capability among DGs. The SC can restore the voltage and
frequency deviations created by PC operations. The TC handles the
power flow management between the grid and MGs at the Point of
Common Coupling (PCC).

In the PC layer, the reactive power-voltage amplitude (Q-E)
and real power-frequency (P -ω) droop control method has been
implemented to ensure the advantages of being communication-
free for the power-sharing mechanism, and voltage and frequency
stability [7], [8]. The main challenge of the droop control is steady-
state errors, which the SC section is considered to compensate
for this drawback. Besides, another restriction is communication
network time delay and the bandwidth (BW) of the PC that many
controllers have been used to improve this shortage, which is

originated from the low-speed range of multiplying modules and
instruments [9]–[15]. Conventional controllers such as proportional-
integral (PI) and proportional resonant controllers have simple
concepts and functionality and are easy to implement but they
suffer from unbalancing in steady-state and transient performance
and have reduced performance while the output frequency changes.
To make an improvement on the BW and mentioned drawbacks,
finite control set-model predictive control (FCS-MPC) has been
replaced by a cascaded multi-loop structure [10]. This controller
is recognized as one of the most promising controllers for industry
and power electronic applications such as power converter/motor
drives due to its capability over real-time solutions (one-step-ahead
prediction) with multiple objectives and constraints [16], [17].

SC schemes can be categorized into centralized, distributed, and
decentralized schemes [18]. Under a centralized SC strategy, an
MG controller gathers data from the PCC and restores voltage and
frequency by a PI controller. The controller output signal is then
sent to local controllers of each DG through communication links.
The centralized methods can attain suitable voltage and frequency
restoration. However, reliance on the MG controller and one-to-
all communication structure decreases system reliability as the
breakdown of the MG controller or communication can collapse
the entire MG. To realize the SC based on local variables of the
DGs, decentralized approaches have been proposed. However, these
methods require a thorough knowledge of the MG topology to eval-
uate the variables [18]–[21]. In light of reliability, distributed SC
schemes separated from MG central controller can be considered
as a tradeoff between the centralized and decentralized schemes
[22]–[25]. In [26], a distributed SC for voltage variations via
feedback linearization is introduced. However, the method entirely
depends on MG parameters. A general SC structure based on
the distributed averaging PI is proposed in [27]. Nevertheless, the
low bandwidth SC was utilized to compensate for voltage and
frequency deviations, making the MG very slow. A secondary
controller consisting of a PI regulator for voltage and frequency
restoration has been presented in [12], [28]. However, PI-based SC
risks switching failure and deteriorates real power-sharing. In [17],
[29], a fuzzy controller is used in the SC level to damp the voltage
and frequency deviations with higher bandwidth. However, the
system performance is impacted by the fixed fuzzy rules employed
in the design procedure of the controller. A finite-time secondary
control method is presented in [30], [31] to perform precise reactive
power sharing and regulate the frequency and voltage of an islanded
MGs. However, the upper bound of the finite convergence time
relies on the MG’s initial condition before triggering the control
methods. Thus, finite-time control strategies can not guarantee
a specified convergence since priori initial operation conditions
are usually unavailable. In order to reach higher compatibility
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and reliability, battery systems are involved within islanded MGs.
Utilizing distributed secondary control for energy storage systems
is discussed in [32], where a distributed terminal sliding mode
controller is used to execute active power sharing and match
the state of charge of the distributed energy storage systems. In
[33], a distributed sliding mode controller is proposed for voltage
and frequency restoration and accurate active power-sharing in an
islanded MG. However, these controllers do not consider reactive
power sharing. As a consequence, the secondary control methods
reported in the previous studies mainly rely on the operating point
conditions, which makes them less robust and reliable. Although
some researchers have developed online tuning approaches to avoid
this dependency [11], they still demand a precise mathematical
instance, which is a complex and time-consuming duty. Moreover,
the changing conditions and variations of the MG imply that there
is no fixed mathematical model for all system conditions. In such
a design, model mismatches or unexpected changes in the MG’s
configuration or parameters affect the controller’s performance,
particularly in steady-state.

The intelligent approaches rehabilitate such shortcomings in
obtaining a robust performance in various operating conditions
of MGs. The main characteristic of intelligent approaches is the
model-free structure that enables them to handle model complexity,
non-linearity, and uncertainty in power electronic applications. The
brain emotional learning-based intelligent controller (BELBIC) is a
model-free intelligent controller with a simplistic control framework
[34], [35], making it viable for practical applications in real-time.
This method has a reinforcement learning process as a principle,
effectively tackling disturbances and uncertainties in the system.
However, unlike the reinforcement learning methods in the machine
learning area, BELBIC does not present the need for exhaustive
training [36]. Minimal computational intricacy, online learning abil-
ity, and no requirement for prior knowledge of MG dynamics make
BELBIC a unique controller over other intelligent controllers such
as artificial neural network (ANN) and fuzzy logic control. Also,
it is simple, with rarer tuning parameters in emotional regulators,
and, unlike ANNs, it does not demand an extra iterative procedure
for learning or correcting parameters. In contrast, in neural network
control, the network topology, like the number of nodes, layers, and
parameters in the activation functions, are essential considerations
that must be appropriately considered [37]. In [38], the BELBIC
controller has superior performance compared with PI and fuzzy
logic controllers in both online and offline simulations for PMSM
drive systems in different test conditions. It is shown in [39] that
the BELBIC can offer more effective solutions than fuzzy logic and
neural network in controlling the synchronous machines in power
systems.

Motivated by the previous discussions, this paper proposes a
model-free and adaptive controller based on BELBIC to provide
accurate voltage and frequency compensator signals for VSC-
based islanded ac MG. In this way, neither the parameters nor
structures of the system are needed beforehand. Unlike the conven-
tional controllers generally designed for fixed operating conditions,
the BELBIC avoids the dependency of the control system on
the operating conditions and demonstrates robust performance in
load disturbances and uncertainties. A mathematical representation
is also provided to evaluate the convergence conditions of the
controller. The control scheme performance is compared to a
ANN-PI controller and a control strategy reported in [12]. The
proposed control scheme compensates for the steady-state voltage

Fig. 1: General view of an islanded AC microgrid.

and frequency deviations using an entirely distributed procedure
and preserves active and reactive power sharing during both steady
state and transitions. An FCS-MPC method is initially presented in
the inner level of the PC section to control the voltage of VSCs.
The VSCs’ voltage regulation is improved with a fast transient
response by employing FCS-MPC. Simulation and experimental
validations are provided to demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed control strategy.

II. PRINCIPLES OF AC MICROGRID CONTROL

Fig.1 demonstrates the communication layer and distributed
intelligent SC section between AC and DC sources like wind energy
and photovoltaic systems. Distributed control is one of the most
desired communication-based control techniques that does not need
a central controller. Therefore, the information is only for each unit
and requires a lower bandwidth [3]. Then, the SC layer sends ω
and v references to the droop section to realize the voltage and
frequency regulation. The droop section should adjust the power-
sharing (active and reactive) among DGs to provide a balance inside
the MG. Besides, a robust FCS-MPC has been utilized in the inner
controller.

A. Power Calculation and Droop Sections
The droop control is employed to control active and reactive

power-sharing and synchronize each converter. The droop control
mechanism can be expressed as

ωref = ωni
−DPi

.Pi (1)
vref = vni

−DQi
.Qi (2)

where ωref and vref are the reference frequency and voltage
respectively; ωni and vni are the nominal frequency and voltage of
each DG unit, respectively; DPi

and DQi
are the droop coefficients,

which are chosen based on the rated power of the DG unit and
the permissible deviations in frequency and voltage amplitude; and
Pi and Qi are the filtered active and reactive powers of DGi, as
follows:

Pi = GLpi pi = voαiioαi + voβiioβi (3)
Qi = GLqi qi = voβiioαi + voαiioβi (4)

where GL = ωc

ωc+s denotes a low-pass filter with cutoff frequency
ωc; Pi and Qi are the measured active and reactive powers of DGi;
and vo and io are the instantaneous output voltage and current of
DGi in α-β frame.
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B. Primary Control

There are three cascaded control sections in converters’ conven-
tional current-regulation-based inner controller to ensure voltage
and frequency stability. Voltage control loop, current control loop,
and modulation section (PWM). An alternative robust FCS-MPC
controller is proposed in the PC section, in order to improve the
dynamic performance of the integrated DGs. Based on [10], FCS-
MPC controller can eliminate the series effect of low bandwidth
from voltage and current control loops. Therefore, more BW flexi-
bility and fast control response can be obtained by replacing a single
FCS-MPC with a cascaded multi-loop structure, and achieving a
BW improvement in the secondary section. The approximated BW
of FCS-MPC is a few times more than the voltage and current
control loops. FCS-MPC works based on calculating the cost
function for all possible switching states on the three-phase VSC
and then obtaining the desired vi that minimizes the cost function.
Fig. 2 illustrates eight possible switching states, voltage vectors,
and related cost functions, in which a specific cost function can be
obtained for each voltage vector. The value of CF0 and CF7 are
the same but the difference is their effects on the switching orders
(number of on and off switches at each cycle) and finally the value
of switching losses. The output current (io), filter output current
(if ), and filter voltage (vf ) are presented in vectors as follows:

io = [iou iov iow]
T , if = [ifu ifv ifw]

T , vf = [vfu vfv vfw]
T

(5)

Three-phase variable vectors are transferred to the two-
dimensional vector (αβ stationary reference frame) by employing
the Clarke transformation (T ) as T = 1

3 [1 ej
2
3π ej

4
3π]T . Finally,

the output voltage and current of the converter can be expressed in
the state-space form as follows:

d

dt

[
if
vf

]
= A

[
if
vf

]
+B

[
vi
io

]
(6)

where

A =

[
−Rf

Lf
− 1

Lf
1
Cf

0

]
, B =

[
1
Lf

0
0 − 1

Cf

]
(7)

Model predictive control technique works based on predicting
vf and if , and then applying the proper magnitude for Vref in the
objective function. In [13], a new strategy is proposed to improve
the performance of the DC-link voltage quality of the VSC than
the conventional FCS-MPC. Therefore, by tracking the voltage
reference and its derivative simultaneously, the proposed strategy
could improve the THD of the DC-link.

vref (k) = Vref (cos(wrefk) + jsin(wrefk)) (8)

vrefα(k) = Vrefcos(wrefk) (9)

vrefβ(k) = Vref jsin(wrefk) (10)

where k is a representative for time, vref and wref are the voltage
and frequency of the reference signals, respectively. By taking
a time derivative of (8), the voltage derivative reference can be
obtained:

dvref (k)

dk
= wrefVrefcos(wrefk)− jwrefVrefsin(wrefk) (11)

Fig. 2: Voltage vectors and switching states of a two-level three
phase VSC.

In addition to tracking reference voltage by (8), dvf (k)
dk could

also track dvref (k)
dk to get better THD on the DC-link voltage. In

order to form capacitor voltage derivative, predicted current if and
measured current io are required:

dvf (k)

dt
=

ifα(k)− ioα(k)

Cf
+ j

ifβ(k)− ioβ(k)

Cf
(12)

It is intelligible that the voltage derivative can be well-tracked
by minimizing the difference between the first and second terms of
(11) and (12) as follows:

vreg(k) = (Cf .wref .vrefβ − ifα + ioα)
2+

(Cf .wref .vrefα + ifβ − ioβ)
2 (13)

Therefore, the main objective function consists of the prediction
error (ve) with a weighting factor (δ1), the current limitation (ξlim),
the number of switching efforts (SW ) with a weighting factor (δ2),
and the minimizer for the voltage derivative (vreg), which are as
below:

ve(k) = vf (k + 1)− vref (k) (14)

ξlim(k) =

{
0, if

∣∣ if (k) ∣∣ ≤imax

∞, if
∣∣ if (k) ∣∣ > imax

(15)

SW (k) =
∑∣∣u(k)− u(k − 1)

∣∣ (16)

CF : δ1.ve(k) + ξlim(k) + δ2.SW (k) + vreg(k) (17)

In addition, the weighting factors δ1 and δ2 can be determined by
utilizing tools such as artificial neural network. In this study, these
weighting factors are considered fixed values equal to 3 and 2,
respectively.
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Fig. 3: Proposed scheme of the primary (FCS-MPC) and distributed secondary control of the VSC-based microgrid.

C. Secondary Control

The main duty of the SC is to compensate for the voltage
amplitude and frequency deviations by sending the data to the PC.
The SC section can regulate the voltage amplitude and frequency
variations driven by PC. Mathematically, the SC section meets the
following expressions:

lim
t→tc

ωi(t) = ωref (18)

lim
t→tc

vi(t) = vref (19)

As (5) and (6) imply, the frequency and voltage amplitude can
be regulated in a finite time tc. To share the active and reactive
powers properly and (5) and (6) satisfactory, the correction terms
are added to SC as follows:

ωref = ωni
−DPi

.Pi + δωsec
(20)

vref = vni
−DQi

.Qi + δvsec (21)

where δωsec
and δvsec are the frequency and voltage compensator

signals provided by the SC, respectively. In this study, the SC
is equipped with BELBIC to generate the control signals. A
comprehensive investigation has been done on the SC in section
IV.

III. DESIGN OF INTELLIGENT SECONDARY CONTROLLER

Regulating voltage and frequency in the SC loop is one of
the critical challenges for power converters in islanded AC MGs.
In this study, the BELBIC is employed to recover the voltage
and frequency magnitude to their nominal values and maintain
the power-sharing among the DGs. More details over inputs and
outputs of primary control, droop section, and secondary section
are illustrated in Fig. 3. The controller comprises the Amygdala,
which is in charge of emotional learning, the Orbitofrontal cortex,
sensory cortex, and the Thalamus [35], [38]. The model has two
inputs, including sensory input (SI) and emotional signal (ES).
The sensory cortex receives the Thalamus output and then submits

it to the Amygdala (A) and Orbitofrontal (O) cortex. Preprocessing
on SI signal such as filtering or noise reduction is performed by the
Thalamus. A and O networks, respectively, represent the functional
blocks of the amygdala and orbitofrontal cortex. The subtraction of
network A and network O outputs yields the BELBIC output, which
is expressed by

u(t) = A(t)−O(t). (22)

Network A is provided with the inputs of SI and ES. The SI
input is multiplied by a predetermined connection weight (G) to
obtain the output of network A, given by:

A(t) = SI(t)G(t) (23)

where G(t) changes in accordance with the following integral
equation

G(t) =

∫ t

0

δg(t)dt+G(0) (24)

where

δg(t) = αSI(t)[max(0, ES(t)−A(t)−Aa(t)) (25)

Aa(t) = max[SI(t)]Ga(t) (26)

where α is the learning rate; Aa is a neuron that receives maxi-
mum sensory signals from the thalamus directly; max[SI] is the
maximum of all sensory signals. The dynamics of Ga is expressed
by

Ga =

∫ t

0

δgadt+Ga(0). (27)

The network O is provided with SI and ES inputs as well
as the last model output. The network O output is computed by
multiplying connection weight (H) into the SI signal.

O(t) = SI(t)H(t) (28)
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where H(t) varies as follows:

H(t) =

∫ t

0

δh(t)dt+H(0) (29)

where

δh(t) = βSI(t)[A(t)−O(t)− ES(t)] (30)

where β represents the inhibition rate; taking the initial states
G(0) = H(0) = Ga(0) = 0 into consideration, the BELBIC output
in (22) can be written as

u(t) = SI(t)[α

∫ t

0

SI(t)[max(0, ES(t)−A(t)−Aa(t))]dt

− β

∫ t

0

SI(t)[A(t)−O(t)− ES(t)]dt]. (31)

The A and O networks learning happens via its internal rules for
adaptive weight update given by Eqs. (25) and (30). Updating the
adaptive weights in the O network is similar to the A network rule,
whereas its weight may decrease or increase as essential to follow
the required inhibition.

Taking the computational model and execution characteristics of
BELBIC on the SC into consideration, extracting the conditions
that provide the BELBIC internal stability is required. The internal
stability of BELBIC depends on the conditions for asymptotic
convergence of the outputs of A and O networks. The convergence
conditions will be discussed in the following section.

A. Convergence condition

Theorem 1. Given the network weight adjustments as in (22) to
(30), there exists a combination of SI signal, and parameters of α
and β such that [35]

1)|1− αSI(t)2| < 1

2)|1− βSI(t)2| < 1

which confirms the convergence of the weights of network A and
network O asymptotically.

Proof. The controller’s behavior can be split into two distinct
phases: transient and steady-state phases. Initially, during the tran-
sient phase, (25) can be expressed as:

δg(t) = αSI(t)[ES(t)−A(t)−Aa(t)] (32)

During the steady-state phase, the variation of weights of A and
O networks is zero. i.e.

δg(t) = δga(t) = δh(t) = 0 (33)

Applying the condition (33) on (32) and (30), and assuming
SI(t) ̸= 0,

ES(t) = Aa(t) = SI(t)Ga(t) = u(t) (34)

Assuming that ga and g∗a represent the weight of network A dur-
ing and after adjustment, respectively; and ES′(t) = SI(t)Ga(t)
and ES′ = SI(t)G∗

a denote ES signal before and after adjustment,
respectively. The weight adjustment of δga is written as follows:

δga(t) = αSI(t)[max(0, (ES(t)− ES′(t))] (35)

when ES(t)− ES′ > 0, (35) decreases to

µga(t) = αSI(t)(ES(t)− ES′)

= αSI(t) (SI(t)g∗a(t)− SI(t)Ga(t))

= αSI2(t) (G∗
a(t)−Ga(t))

= αSI2(t)G̃a(t) (36)

where, G̃a(t) = G∗
a(t) − Ga(t). In a slight duration of δt, Ga(t)

varies as

Ga(t+ δt) = Ga(t) + δga(t)

G̃a(t+ δt) = G∗
a(t+ δt)−Ga(t+ δt)

= G∗
a(t+ δt)−Ga(t)− δga(t)

= G̃a(t)− αSI2G̃a(t)

= (1− αSI2)G̃a(t) (37)

Therefore, G̃a(t+ δt) → G̃a(t) if |1−αSI2| < 1. The adjustment
in Network O is expressed as

δh(t) = βSI(t)(A(t)−O(t)− ES(t))

= βSI(t) (0− SI(t)H(t)− SI(t)G∗
a(t))

= −βSI2(t) (G∗
a(t) +H(t))

= −βSI2(t)H̃(t) (38)

where H̃(t) = G∗
a(t) +H(t). The term H(t) varies as

H(t+ δt) = H(t) + δh(t)

H̃(t+ δt) = G∗
a(t+ δt) +H(t+ δt)

= G∗
a(t+ δt) +H(t) + δh(t)

= H̃(t)− βS2H̃(t)

= (1− βSI2)H̃(t) (39)

Therefore, H̃(t+ δt) → H̃(t) if |1− βSI2| < 1.
Remark I. The convergence conditions given in Theorem 1

should be considered when selecting α and β.
To achieve the promising performance of the BELBIC, forming

an empirical relation between SI , ES, and output (u) is crucial.
For the BELBIC in the secondary frequency control (represented as
BELBIC#1 in Fig. 3), u is the frequency compensator signal ωsec,
and for the BELBIC in the secondary voltage control (represented
as BELBIC#2 in Fig. 3), u is the voltage compensator signal Vsec.

B. Design of SI and ES in BELBIC#1

The SI and ES inputs for BELBIC#1 are selected as (40) and
(41) respectively.

SI = ϕ1(ω
∗
ref − ωMG) + ϕ2

∫
(ω∗

ref − ωMG)dt (40)

ES = γ1(ω
∗
ref − ωMG) + γ2

∫
(ω∗

ref − ωMG)dt+ γ3ωsec (41)

where ϕ1 and ϕ2 are weighting coefficients for the SI function; γ1,
γ2, and γ3 denote weighting coefficients for the ES function; ω∗

ref

denotes the average reference frequency of the MG; and ωMG is
the frequency average for all DGs, which is expressed as follows:

ωMG =

∑N
i=1 ωDGi

N
(42)

where N is the number of DGs in the MG.
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Fig. 4: Block diagram of the proposed secondary control scheme

The values of these weighting coefficients are obtained through
a trial and error process. The rationale behind the outlined SI and
ES functions is to achieve fast response, a minimum overshoot
and steady-state error, and a minimum deviation from an arbitrary
reference. The functions SI and ES are, therefore, chosen as the
outputs of a PI block in response to ω∗

ref − ωMG.

C. Design of SI and ES in BELBIC#2
Similar to frequency control, the SI and ES inputs for BEL-

BIC#2 can be given as:

SI = ϕ′
1(v

∗
ref − vMG) + ϕ′

2

∫
(v∗ref − vMG)dt (43)

ES = γ′
1(v

∗
ref − vMG) + γ′

2

∫
(v∗ref − vMG)dt+ γ′

3vsec (44)

where vMG represents the average of voltages broadcasted from
each DG. A voltage observer is employed to estimate the average
voltage of the MG [40], which is expressed by

vMG =

∑N
i=1 vDGi

N
(45)

The weighting coefficients ϕ′
1, ϕ′

2, γ′
1, γ′

2, and γ′
3, as in (40) and

(41), are determined through a trial and error process. The trial-and-
error procedure was conducted by the knowledge of the designer
based on the experience about the SC level and admissible search
space of the control signal. The functions SI and ES, as in (40)
and (41), are selected as the outputs of a PI block in response to
v∗ref − vMG.

Fig. 4 displays the BELBIC-based SC scheme. Eqs. (42) and
(45) imply that the SC controllers are implemented in a distributed
manner. The SC level is settled in each DG as a local controller,
while communication links at the upper control level transfer
measured data of each unit. SC collects frequency and voltage
from other DG units, averages them, and broadcasts their value
to the other DGs. The frequency and voltage compensator signals
are eventually sent to the droop section to regulate the reference
frequency and voltage.

Desirable scaling factors (SFs) are also considered in the output
signals of the controllers to attain optimal results. A particle swarm
optimization algorithm tunes the SFs by minimizing the following
performance index.

min F =

N∑
i=1

(∫ Ts

t=0

t
(
∆ωDGi

2 +∆vDGi
2
)
dt

)
(46)

Decision variables:

SFωi,min ≤ SFωi ≤ SFωi,max (47)

SFvi,min ≤ SFvi ≤ SFvi,max (48)

As (46) indicates, the integral of time multiplied by squared
error is utilized to get the optimal solution. For each controller,
the minimum and maximum values for SFs are considered as 0.1
and 5, respectively.

Remark II. The common features of this method and the main
reasons for its selection are twofold. First, this method has the
capability to produce dynamic outputs for control purposes. This
includes generating the control commands in the SC loop with
respect to the operating point variations and the occurrence of
any disturbance as opposed to the conventional controllers. The
proposed controller compensates for the steady-state voltage and
frequency deviations using an entirely distributed procedure and
preserves active and reactive power sharing during both steady
state and transitions. Second, this intelligent method has model-free
structures and their functionalities are independent of the dynamic
model and complexities of the MG. This feature provides a great
flexibility in design and facilitates the use of the proposed method
in practice. The application of this control method in this paper is
based on the supervisory (on-line) regulation application.

Fig. 5: General view of the experimental setup.
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Fig. 6: Experimental results of the transient power-sharing accuracy between two VSCs with equal power-sharing rates for the proposed
distributed intelligent secondary control technique. (a), (b), and (c) Active and reactive power, voltage and current diagrams.

Fig. 7: Experimental results of the transient power-sharing accuracy between two VSCs with equal power-sharing rates for the conventional
PI controller. (a), (b), and (c) Active and reactive power, voltage and current diagrams.

IV. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In order to verify the proposed distributed intelligent secondary
control technique, the simulations have been provided in MATLAB
SimPower system, and the experiments have been carried out in a
hardware in the loop (HiL) setup includes two DGs with two VSCs,
as shown in Fig. 3. The reference voltage and frequency are 100 V
and 50 Hz respectively, and the other parameters are demonstrated
in Table 1. Five different test cases are investigated to evaluate the
performance of the proposed controller. Three of them are provided
with experimental results (Case 1 to 3), and the performance of the
proposed controller is compared with the conventional PI controller.
Two of them are simulated (Case 4 and 5). The obtained results of

TABLE I: Parameters Value of the System

Parameters Symbol Value

Output voltage of rectifier Vdc 260 V

Nominal voltage magnitude vi 100 V

Nominal frequency f 50 Hz

Sampling time Ts 50 µs

Capacitance of LC filter Cf 2×5µs

Virtual impedance Zv 3.8j Ω
Impedance of LC filter Zf 0.5Ω + 2.2mH

Line impedance Zl 0.5Ω + 2.2mH

Extra line impedance Zl,unb 0.5Ω + 2.2mH

Load resistance (load 1) RL1 60 Ω

Load resistance (load 2) RL2 30 Ω

P - w droop coefficient (DG1 & DG2) DP 0.002 rad/W

Q - v droop coefficient (DG1 & DG2) DQ 0.01 V/V Ar.s

the proposed controller have analyzed against the ANN-PI, and
the conventional PI. These cases are equal and unequal power-
sharing rates, unbalanced grid-line impedance, comparative perfor-
mance analysis among different controllers, and implementing the
proposed controller on a MG with three VSCs by considering a
communication time delay (disturbance). Fig. 5 demonstrates the
utilized components such as measurements, grid-line impedance,
loads, power supply, and control unit of the islanded AC MG with
details. Two full-bridge three-phase VSCs (SEMITEACH IGBT,
20kW), a DC power supply (Delta Elektronika SM1500-CP-30),
eight current and six voltage measurements, two LC filters, two
line impedance, and two loads (load 1 is 60 Ω and load 2 is 30
Ω) are utilized in the experimental setup. A dSpace MicroLabBox
DS-1202 is employed in the control unit, and a soft driving system,
some protection circuits, and a switching algorithm are designed in
the practical section. Fig. 5 presents a general view of the existed

Fig. 8: Experimental results of the transient frequency between
two DGs with equal power-sharing rates for the secondary control
in both the proposed control technique and the conventional PI
controller.
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Fig. 9: Experimental results of the transient power-sharing accuracy between two VSCs with unequal power-sharing rates for the proposed
distributed intelligent secondary control technique. (a), (b), and (c) Active and reactive power, voltage and current diagrams.

Fig. 10: Experimental results of the transient power-sharing accuracy between two VSCs with unequal power-sharing rates for the
conventional PI controller. (a), (b), and (c) Active and reactive power, voltage and current diagrams.

setup in the smart converter lab at DTU, and a view of the Control
Desk templates, and related block diagrams in MATLAB/Simulink.

A. Case 1: Equal Power Sharing

In this case study, the performance of the proposed distributed
intelligent SC technique is compared with the conventional PI
controller. Figs. 6 and 7 present the experimental results of the
variations of the active and reactive power for both the control
techniques in different load conditions. In this part of the practical
results, the PC and SC sections are activated. For the first step,
load 1 (RL1) was connected to the system, and then, for the second
step, load 2 (RL2) was connected to the setup, and the tests were
implemented for both control techniques. Therefore, during the
load change, two times more active power is injected into the load
through the power converters. By utilizing the FCS-MPC control
technique in the PC section, the BW of the voltage control has
increased a lot. Therefore, there are no issues between the outer
loop and the inner loop connections anymore, and the fluctuations
generated by the harmonics in the measured active and reactive
power are almost suppressed by the SC section. It’s clear, that the
proposed intelligent control technique has a fast dynamic response
and lower fluctuations than the conventional PI controller in active
and reactive power distribution. Besides in Figs. 6 (c) and 7 (c),
the experimental results were taken with the power analyzer, which
can verify a fast and accurate voltage and current restoration with
the proposed controller. In addition, active power, average current
and voltage for each phase of the load side, and the system’s
frequency are also demonstrated. As it can be seen from Fig. 8,
the frequency deviations of both controllers are considered the
standards IEEE 1574 and IEC 61727. Based on IEEE 1574, 0.8%
over frequency and 1% under frequency fluctuations are allowable,
and based on IEC 61727, 1% over and under frequency, deviations

are allowable in this voltage range [10]. According to Fig. 8, the
average frequency deviation of the proposed intelligent controller
is around 30% lower than the conventional PI controller.

B. Case 2: Unequal Power Sharing
To validate the results of the proposed control technique, another

case test with unequal power-sharing rate of DGs is presented in
Figs. 9 and 10. In this case, the power-sharing rates of VSC1 is
two times of DG2. It is clear that the proposed control technique
can sufficiently share the active and reactive power between two
DGs more precisely and faster dynamic performance than the
conventional PI controller. Besides, the fluctuation ranges of both
active and reactive power for the proposed controller is lower than
the conventional PI controller with the same operating condition.
Based on Figs. 9 (c) and 10 (c), the current and voltage restoration
has a better performance with the proposed controller than the
conventional PI controller.

C. Case 3: Unbalanced Grid-Line Impedance
To verify the robustness of the proposed control technique, an

uncertainty of the system’s parameters is checked out on the grid-
line impedance. In this part, an inductance load with a small
resistance was added to the grid-line Zl,unb of DG2. By adding the
extra impedance to the DG2, the total active power decreases to 330
W. The experimental results present a fast dynamic response, and a
perfect tracking reference voltage and frequency for the proposed
control technique in comparison with the conventional PI controller.
Figs. 11 and 12 present a diagram of the powerful performance of
the proposed intelligent SC against the conventional PI controller in
equal power-sharing with unbalanced grid-line impedance in the SC
section. The proposed intelligent SC is well-designed to adaptive
itself with the variations of the load- and line- parameters.

This article has been accepted for publication in IEEE Transactions on Industrial Electronics. This is the author's version which has not been fully edited and 

content may change prior to final publication. Citation information: DOI 10.1109/TIE.2022.3203677

© 2022 IEEE. Personal use is permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission.
See https://www.ieee.org/publications/rights/index.html for more information.
Authorized licensed use limited to: Danmarks Tekniske Informationscenter. Downloaded on September 10,2022 at 17:08:28 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INDUSTRIAL ELECTRONICS

Fig. 11: Experimental results of the transient power-sharing accuracy between two VSCs with unbalanced grid-line impedance for the
proposed distributed intelligent secondary control technique. (a), (b), and (c) Active and reactive power, voltage and current diagrams.

Fig. 12: Experimental results of the transient power-sharing accuracy between two VSCs with unbalanced grid-line impedance for the
conventional PI controller. (a), (b), and (c) Active and reactive power, voltage and current diagrams.

In this study, FCS-MPC was utilized as the primary controller,
and the conventional PI and the proposed intelligent control tech-
niques are operated in the secondary section. Due to the same
primary section and an equal number of measurements (voltage and
current), the calculated burden time or sampling time was analyzed
in the Control Desk environment for both control techniques, and
the lowest value changed from 25 µs to 35 µ. The calculated
sampling time shows the capability of the selected control unit and
available components of the HiL setup, especially the voltage and
current measurements. The prepared setup can easily operate the
utilized controllers with a 50 µs sampling time ratio (Table I).

D. Case 4: Comparative Performance Assessment
In this case study, to peruse the performance of the proposed

intelligent controller, a comparison has been provided among the
ANN-PI [41], the conventional PI, and the proposed technique in
the secondary section. The ANN has been employed as a tuner
for the PI controller and designs the parameters of KP and KI

in an online manner. A feed-forward ANN structure with a back-
propagation training algorithm is utilized. The structure of ANN
includes 2 neurons in the input layer, 20 neurons in the first hidden
layer, 7 neurons in the second layer, and 2 neurons in the output
layer. Fig. 13 (a) and (b) illustrate the accuracy of dynamic response
with two VSCs for each controllers. In this scenario, power-sharing
rates are equal. It is obvious that the proposed intelligent controller
(BELBIC) has a faster dynamic response on power-sharing accuracy
in both active and reactive power in compared with the ANN-PI
and the conventional PI.

E. Case 5: Equal Power Sharing with Three VSCs
To investigate the performance of the proposed distributed in-

telligent secondary control technique for more contributed VSCs,

Fig. 13: Simulation results of a comparison of the transient power-
sharing accuracy between two VSCs with equal power-sharing rates
for the proposed distributed intelligent secondary technique with
ANN-PI controller and the conventional PI controller in active and
reactive power.

a scenario with three VSCs is analyzed with equal power-sharing
rates. In this case study, the load changes at t = 4s from 40Ω
to 20Ω. Fig. 14 (a) and (b) present the accuracy and the fast
dynamic response of active and reactive power-sharing between
three VSCs for the proposed control technique. In Fig. 14 (c) and
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Fig. 14: Simulation results of the transient power-sharing accuracy
between three VSCs with equal power-sharing rates for the pro-
posed distributed intelligent secondary control technique. (a), (b),
Active and reactive power, (c) and (d) Voltage and current diagrams.

(d), fast dynamic response and restoration are presented for both
voltage and current diagrams. Sharing data on a communication
link among DGs relies on the control structure of a system. The
dynamic response of the proposed controller is much faster than
the linear controller [12].

Fig. 15 presents the effect of communication link delay on the
frequency regulation with three VSCs for the proposed intelligent
secondary control. In this case, the frequency restoration is illus-
trated with a 30 ms delay on the communication link (the red line
presents the normal operation of the proposed frequency control

Fig. 15: Frequency restoration with 30 ms communication link
delay.

and the blue line shows the proposed frequency control with the
communication link delay). The results show that the proposed
controller is able to restore the frequency deviation and recovery
time with 30 ms delay in the communication link.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed an intelligent secondary control scheme for
VSC-based islanded AC Microgrid. Firstly, an FCS-MPC method
is used in the inner level of the PC section to control the voltage
of VSCs. The VSCs’ voltage regulation is improved with a fast
transient response by employing FCS-MPC. Then, the BELBIC
is used in the SC loop to recover the voltage and frequency
magnitude to their nominal values. The SC level is implemented
in a distributed manner so that it is settled in each DG as a local
controller. Compared to previous studies, the main contribution of
the proposed control scheme is that the SC is thoroughly model-
free. The proposed controller’s key features are the online learning
capacity, minimal computational complexity, and no need for prior
knowledge of MG dynamics. Experimental verifications, with two
DGs, as an islanded ac MG, are conducted to demonstrate the
effectiveness of the proposed control scheme. The results assure
that the proposed control scheme regulates voltage amplitude and
frequency deviations with superior dynamic performance to con-
ventional control structure while sustaining equal power-sharing
among parallel VSCs with no communication network requirement.
In future work, to enhance the performance of the BILBIC con-
troller, optimization methods can be employed to adjust weighting
coefficients optimally.
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He is a recipient of the KonÄar Prize for the best industrial Ph.D. thesis in
Croatia, a Robert Mayer Energy Conservation Award, and a winner of an
Alexander von Humboldt Fellowship for experienced researchers.

Frede Blaabjerg (S’86-M’88-SM’97-F’03) received
the Ph.D. degree in electrical engineering from Aal-
borg University in 1995. He was with ABB-Scandia,
Randers, Denmark, from 1987 to 1988. He became
an Assistant Professor, an Associate Professor, and
a Full Professor of Power Electronics and Drives with
Aalborg University, in 1992, 1996, and 1998, respec-
tively. In 2017, he became a Villum Investigator. He
is honoris causa with University Politehnica Timisoara
(UPT), Romania, and Tallinn Technical University, Es-
tonia. He has published more than 600 journal papers

in the fields of power electronics and its applications. He has coauthored
four monographs and an Editor of ten books in power electronics and its
applications. His current research interests include power electronics and its
applications, such as in wind turbines, PV systems, reliability, harmonics, and
adjustable speed drives.

Dr. Blaabjerg has received 33 IEEE Prize Paper Awards, the IEEE PELS
Distinguished Service Award in 2009, the EPE-PEMC Council Award in 2010,
the IEEE William E. Newell Power Electronics Award 2014, the Villum Kann
Rasmussen Research Award 2014, the Global Energy Prize in 2019, and the
2020 IEEE Edison Medal. He was the Editor-in-Chief of the IEEE TRANS-
ACTIONS ON POWER ELECTRONICS from 2006 to 2012. He has been a
Distinguished Lecturer for the IEEE Power Electronics Society from 2005 to
2007 and for the IEEE Industry Applications Society from 2010 to 2011 as well
as 2017 to 2018. From 2019 to 2020, he served as a President of IEEE Power
Electronics Society. He has been a Vice-President of the Danish Academy of
Technical Sciences. From 2014 to 2020, he is nominated by Thomson Reuters
to be between the most 250 cited researchers in Engineering in the world.

This article has been accepted for publication in IEEE Transactions on Industrial Electronics. This is the author's version which has not been fully edited and 

content may change prior to final publication. Citation information: DOI 10.1109/TIE.2022.3203677

© 2022 IEEE. Personal use is permitted, but republication/redistribution requires IEEE permission.
See https://www.ieee.org/publications/rights/index.html for more information.
Authorized licensed use limited to: Danmarks Tekniske Informationscenter. Downloaded on September 10,2022 at 17:08:28 UTC from IEEE Xplore.  Restrictions apply. 


	Introduction
	Principles of AC Microgrid Control
	Power Calculation and Droop Sections
	Primary Control
	Secondary Control

	Design of Intelligent Secondary Controller
	Convergence condition
	Design of SI and ES in BELBIC#1
	Design of SI and ES in BELBIC#2

	Simulation and Experimental Results
	Case 1: Equal Power Sharing
	Case 2: Unequal Power Sharing
	Case 3: Unbalanced Grid-Line Impedance
	Case 4: Comparative Performance Assessment
	Case 5: Equal Power Sharing with Three VSCs

	Conclusion
	References
	Biographies
	Mohammad Sadegh Orfi Yeganeh
	Arman Oshnoei
	Nenad Mijatovic
	Tomislav Dragicevic
	Frede Blaabjerg


